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-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 

THE REPLY FILED 24 June 2002 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 



a) EH The period for reply expires _ 



PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 
jnonths from the mailing date of the final rejection. 



b) CD The period for reply expires on; (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 
ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 
706.07(f). 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension 
fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension 
fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or 
(2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

1 A Notice of Appeal was filed on 24 June 2002 . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. Q] The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) H they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3. Q Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): See Continuation Sheet . 

4. D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. E1 The a)0 affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)H request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet 

6.0 The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. D For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended ciaims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 4. 

Claim(s) rejected: 1,2,5-8, 1 U13. 15. 1 7,18.20-22 and 24-29 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s> 

10. □ Other: See Continuation Sheet 
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Continuation of 3. Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): rejection of claim 4 under 35 USC 103. 

Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicants arguments and the declaration of Dr. 
Ann Marie Schmidt filed June 24, 2002 have been persuasive as far as claim 4, which limits the method to using a carboxymethyl-lysine- 
modified AGE as the peptide in the assay, because of the unexpected result in which carboxymethyl-lysine-modified AGE, but not 
pentosidine and methylglyoxal-modified AGE, bound to RAGE. However, the claim in its current form is dependent upon a rejected claim 
and would be objected to. The rejection of claims 1 1 and 12 under 35 USC 112, first paragraph, limited to the peptide derivative being an 
alkyl derivative, is maintained, because although Applicant on page 3 of the amendment demonstrates that the methyl group of 
carboxymethly-lysine is an alkyl group, the specification also teaches that methylglyoxal-HSA did not bind specifically to RAGE (pages 33- 
34 of specification). Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would not expect any alkyl derivative AGE would bind to RAGE. Claim 29, if 
the amendment were entered, would also be rejected and would raise new issues for consideration because the claims recites "in vivo". 
The rejection of claims 1, 2, 5-8, 13, 15, 17, 18, 20-22 and 24-28 under 35 USC 102(e) are also maintained as being anticipated by Morser 
et al., PN 5,864, 018, for reasons of record in the previous Office Actions. 

Continuation of 10. Other: the submission of the CRF does not match the application specification and must be resubmitted (see CRF 
Problem Report and notice to comply) . 
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NOTICE TO COMPLY WITH REQUIREMENTS FOR PATENT APPLICATIONS 
CONTAINING NUCLEOTIDE SEQUENCE AND/OR AMINO ACID SEQUENCE 
DISCLOSURES 

Applicant must file the items indicated below within the time period set the Office action to which the Notice 
is attached to avoid abandonment under 35 U.S.C. § 133 (extensions of time may be obtained under the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a)). 

The nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosure contained in this application does not comply with 
the requirements for such a disclosure as set forth in 37 C.F.R. 1 .821 - 1 .825 for the following reason(s): 

□ 1 . This application clearly fails to comply with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. 1 .821 -1 .825. Applicant's 
attention is directed to the final rulemaking notice published at 55 FR 18230 (May 1, 1990), and 1114 
OG 29 (May 1 5, 1 990). If the effective filing date is on or after July 1 , 1 998, see the final rulemaking 
notice published at 63 FR 29620 (Junel, 1998) and 1211 OG 82 (June 23, 1998). 

□ 2. This application does not contain, as a separate part of the disclosure on paper copy, a "Sequence 
Listing" as required by 37 C.F.R. 1 .821 (c). 

□ 3. A copy of the "Sequence Listing" in computer readable form has not been submitted as required by 
37 C.F.R. 1.821(e). 

□ 4. A copy of the "Sequence Listing" in computer readable form has been submitted. However, the 
content of the computer readable form does not comply with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. 1 .822 and/or 
1 .823, as indicated on the attached copy of the marked -up "Raw Sequence Listing." 

□ 5. The computer readable form that has been filed with this application has been found to be damaged 
and/or unreadable as indicated on the attached CRF Diskette Problem Report. A Substitute computer 
readable form must be submitted as required by 37 C.F.R. 1 .825(d). 

D 6. The paper copy of the "Sequence Listing" is not the same as the computer readable from of the 
"Sequence Listing" as required by 37 C.F.R. 1 .821 (e). 

□ 7. Other: 

Applicant Must Provide: 

H An initial or substitute computer readable form (CRF) copy of the "Sequence Listing". 

□ An initial or substitute paper copy of the "Sequence Listing", as well as an amendment directing its entry 
into the specification. 

□ A statement that the content of the paper and computer readable copies are the same and, where 
applicable, include no new matter, as required by 37 C.F.R. 1.821(e) or 1.821(f) or 1.821(g) or 1.825(b) or 
1.825(d). 

For questions regarding compliance to these requirements, please contact: 

For Rules Interpretation, call (703) 308-4216 
For CRF Submission Help, call (703) 308-4212 
Patentln Software Program Support 

Technical Assistance 703-287-0200 

To Purchase Patentln Software 703-306-2600 

PLEASE RETURN A COPY OF THIS NOTICE WITH YOUR REPLY 
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